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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the RCE amendment filed 9/26/2006. 

2. As per applicant's request, claims 1-14, 16-19, and 21-25 have been amended 
and claims 15, 20, and 28 have been canceled. Claims 1-14, 16-19, and 21-27 are 
pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, 
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 14, 16-19, and 21-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 

claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 14, 16, and 17 are non-statutory because they are directed to a system 
that does not have physical structural elements and the system comprises only 
instructions that are disembodied arrangements so as to be called a "computer 
program" or compilation of facts, information, or data perse, without creating any 
functional interrelationship, either as part of the stored data or as part of the computing 
processes performed by the computer ("acts") or tangible computer readable medium 
(excluding a communication/transmission medium such as a signal, carrier wave etc) 
so as to enable the computer to perform the claimed specification/contract. With no 
other structure in the independent claims to rely on, the alleged "system" of the claims 
turns out to be non-statutory for being a computer program per se. Thus the claims 
represent non-functional descriptive material that is not capable of producing a useful 
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result, and hence represent only abstract ideas. Therefore, the claims are non- 
statutory. 

Claims 18, 19, and 21-27 are non-statutory because they are directed to a 
"program medium" without recitation of a computer or a computer-readable medium 
embodying the program code. The claims merely recite a "program medium" that can 
be a mere program. Such a program does not create any functional interrelationship, 
either as part of the stored data or as part of the computing processes performed by the 
computer ("acts") or computer readable medium so as to enable the computer to 
perform the claimed steps in the program code. Thus the claims represent non- 
functional descriptive material that is not capable of producing a useful result, and 
hence represent only abstract ideas. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 16-19, 22, 24, 25, and 27 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gibbon (US Patent 6,473,778) in view of 
Hui (US Patent 6,654,030). 

Per claim 1: 
Gibbon discloses: 
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-combining a plurality of diverse rich media content into a single multimedia content file 
for use as a first input to an authoring tool (i.e. col. 1 1 lines 63-67; col. 12 lines 1-6; col. 
13 lines 53-col. 14 line 7). 

Gibbon discloses creating a text-based specification for use as a second input to 
the authoring tool(i.e. col. 3 lines 1-28; col. 13 lines 53-col. 14 line 7) but does not 
explicitly teach an extensible markup language (XML) based textual specification. 
However, Hui teaches a XML-based media description file was known in the pertinent 
art, at the time applicant's invention was made to easily understand, modify a media file, 
and for extensibility (i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30). It would have been obvious for 
one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Gibbon's disclosed system to incorporate 
the teachings of Hui by using the XML-based format instead of using the HTML 
representation. The modification would be obvious because one having ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to allow users to easily understand and edit media contents 
(i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30). 

Hui further discloses: the XML-based textual specification comprises a user- 
specified vocabulary that defines one or more of the plurality of diverse rich media 
content and relationships between two or more of the plurality of diverse rich media 
content (i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30). 

Gibbon in view of Hui further discloses combining the single multimedia content 
file and the XML-based textual specification in accordance with the user-specified 
vocabulary and using the authoring tool to create a composed multimedia content file 
for execution on a multimedia player (i.e. col. 13 lines 53-62). 
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Per claim 2: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Gibbon teaches: 

-d) editing the XML-based textual specification by a user using a text editor (i.e. col. 13 

lines 53-62). 

Per claim 3: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Hui teaches: 

e) using an XML program to create the XML-based textual specification (i.e. col. 2 line 

59-col. 3 line 30). 

Per claim 5: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Hui teaches: 

-transmitting the plurality of diverse rich media content as a streaming digital file (i.e. 

col. 5 lines 35-40). 

Per claim 7: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Gibbon teaches: 

- storing the composed multimedia content file and the XML-based textual specification 
for access by one or more content 

creators (i.e. Fig 9). 
Per claim 8: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Hui teaches: 

- downloading the composed multimedia content file for display to a user in an 
application (i.e. Fig 6). 
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Per claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 5 is incorporated, and further, Hui teaches: 

- generating the streaming digital file as a binary file using a HotMedia format (i.e. col. 5 

lines 35-40). 

Per claim 1 1 : 
Gibbon discloses: 

a) a processor for receiving a plurality of diverse rich media (i.e. Fig 9); 

b) means for assembling the plurality of diverse rich media as a combined multimedia 
vehicle repository (MVR) file (i.e. Fig 9). 

Gibbon does not explicitly teach an XML-based textual specification comprising a 
user-specified vocabulary that defines one or more of the plurality of diverse rich media 
content and relationships between two or more of the plurality of diverse rich media. 
However, Hui teaches an XML-based media description was known in the pertinent art, 
at the time applicant's invention was made to easily understand, modify a media file, 
and for extensibility (i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30). It would have been obvious for 
one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Gibbon's disclosed system to incorporate 
the teachings of Hui by using the XML-based format instead of using the HTML 
representation. The modification would be obvious because one having ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to allow users to easily understand and edit media contents 
(i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30). 



Application/Control Number: 09/727,524 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2193 

Gibbon in view of Hui further discloses combining the MVR file and the XML- 
based textual specification in accordance with the user-specified vocabulary to create 
an edited MVR file for execution on a multimedia player (i.e. col. 13 lines 53-62). 
Per claim 13: 

The rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated, and further, Hui teaches: 

-an XML program running in the processor for translating descriptive text in combining 

the MVR file and the XML-based textual specification (i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30). 

Per claim 14, it is the system version of claim 1 1 , respectively, and is rejected for 
the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 1 1 above. 

Per claim 16: 

The rejection of claim 14 is incorporated, and further, Hui teaches: 

d) means for modifying the XML-based textual specification to create a new MVR-XML 

based file(i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30). 

Per claim 17: 

The rejection of claim 14 is incorporated, and further, Gibbon and Hui teaches: 
-modifying the XML-based textual specification using a standard text-editing tool(i.e. 
Gibbon, col. 13 lines 53-62; Hui, i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30).. 
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Per claims 18, 19, 22, 24, 25, and 27, they are the program medium versions of 
claims 1, 3, 5, 7, 8, and 10 respectively, and are rejected for the same reasons set forth 
in connection with the rejection of claims 1 , 3, 5, 7, 8, and 10 above. 

7. Claims 4, 12, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gibbon (US Patent 6,473,778), in view of Hui (US Patent 6,654,030), and further in 
view of Martens (US Patent 4,570,221). 

In regard to claim 4, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 above: 
"...executing a batch processing program to combine the single multimedia content file 
and the XML-based textual specification. " 

Gibbon teaches the combining of the XML-based textual specification and a rich 
media content file, but neither Gibbon nor Hui teaches executing a batch processing. 
However, Martens teaches the combining of files executing a batch process (column 1, 
lines 25 - 28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine two files, for example a descriptive file and a rich 
media content file as taught by Gibbon, and incorporate the teaching of Martens, 
because performing the combining with a batch process frees the user from the 
execution details and also enables the process to run of-line as taught by Martens 
(column 1, lines 25 -28). 

Per claim 12, it is the apparatus version of claim 4, respectively, and is rejected 
for the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 4 above. 
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Per claim 21 , it is the program medium version of claim 4, respectively, and is 
rejected for the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 4 above. 

8. Claims 6 and 23 are rejected under 35 ILS.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gibbon (US Patent 6,473,778) in view of Hui (US Patent 6,654,030), and further in view 
of (Mills, U.S. Patent 6,397,219). 

In regard to claim 6, incorporating the rejection of claim I above: 
"... using a graphical authoring tool to edit the plurality of diverse rich media content; 11 
Gibbon teaches collecting rich media content and combining with a descriptive file with 
an authoring tool, but neither Gibbon nor Hui teaches a graphical authoring tool. 
However, Mills discloses a graphical authoring tool (column 15, line 60 to column 16, 
line 16). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the authoring tool as taught by Gibbon which combines a 
descriptive file and a rich media content, with the graphical authoring feature as 
disclosed by Mills, because this modification provides a means for the authoring tool of 
Gibbon easily access and efficiently edit Web pages, as taught by Mills (column 15, 
lines 60- 67). Gibbon further discloses creating a description file of the graphically 
edited rich media content (a description file as input; column 13, line 53 to column 
Kline 7). 

In regard to claim 23, incorporating the rejection of claim 18 above: 
Claim 23 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
rejection of claim 6 (the corresponding method). 
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9. Claims 9 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gibbon (US Patent 6,473,778) in view of Hui (US Patent 6,654,030, and further in 
view of Ohsuga et al.(U.S. Patent 6,317,151) hereinafter referred to as Ohsuga. 

In regard to claim 9, incorporating the rejection of claim 5: 
"...generating the streaming digital file as a sequence of frames." 
Gibbon combined with Hui teaches collecting rich media content and combining 
with a descriptive file having a user-defined vocabulary defining content and 
relationships, modified by Murphy teaching the transmission of a streaming digital file 
containing rich media content (video/audio feed). Although Murphy references the digital 
stream as a series of packets, neither reference teaches that the generation of the 
streaming digital file specifically as a sequence of frames. However, Ohsuga teaches 
streaming video to a digital file as a sequence of frames (column 1 , lines 36 - 43). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Gibbon and Murphy to obtain a means to merge 
a descriptive file with a rich media content and incorporating the generation of the rich 
media content as a streaming digital file in a sequence of frames as taught by Ohsuga 
because the digital frame allows the user to capture natural images and then edit them 
a reproducible digital format (see column 1, lines 36 - 42) that could be used as rich 
media content as taught by Gibbon. 

In regard to claim 26, incorporating the rejection of claim 22: 
Claim 26 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
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rejection of claim 9 (the corresponding method). 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 9/26/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant states that: 1) Hui fails to remedy the deficiencies of Gibbon 
because Hui fails to disclose "anything regarding a user specified vocabulary (page 
11)." 2) Gibbon fails to disclose the combining of a plurality of diverse rich media 
content into a single multimedia content file (page 10). 

In response to the statement 1) above: Hui specifically discloses a XML-based 
textual specification (i.e. col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 30) and one having ordinary skill in the 
art would know that using an XML allows a user to define his/her own tags. 

In response to the statement 2) above: Gibbon discloses that "individual video 
frames are extracted from the video portion of the television program ...to produce a 
hypermedia document (col. 11, lines 63-67; col. 12 lines 1-6)." The plural video frames 
are extracted from the single program. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Insun Kang whose telephone number is 571-272-3724. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 6:30-5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MENG Al AN can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for 
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the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



I. Kang 
AU2193 




